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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-8 were canceled by the amendment filed on July 12, 2007. 

2. Claims 9-16 were added by the amendment. 

3. Claims 9-16 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4 and 8 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the fact that these claims were cancelled. However, these 
arguments have additionally been considered for the newly filed claims 9-16, and 
are addressed in the rejections of those claims. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claim 15 recites, "adapted to" (lines 1 and 4). Such claim language does not 
limit the claim scope as it suggests or makes optional but does not require steps 
to be performed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

9. Claims 9-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Benayoun et al (US Pub. No. 2001/0056476), hereafter "Benayoun," in view 
of Westfield (US Pat. 6,470,390). 

10. As to claim 9, Benayoun discloses a data transmission system comprising: 

a server system connected to a Wide Area Network (WAN) and to a Public 
Switched Telephone Network (PSTN) ([0052], lines 1-8, server is connected 
directly connected to the PSTN and is connected to the Internet or intranet via a 
proxy server); 

a modem-less client device operative for communicating with the server 
system and to which the server system may gain access ([0052], lines 1-7, client 
device is connected to the Internet or intranet as has no modem, as none is 
explicitly mentioned and it is not directly connected to the PSTN); 
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a data processing device connected to the PSTN and the client device by a 
Local Area Network (LAN) ([0053], lines 1-5, proxy server reads on data 
processing device); and 

a proxy means connected to the data processing device for completing a first 
connection through the PSTN with the server ([0053], lines 4-10, server system 
establishes a circuit switched network connection via the PSTN with the proxy 
server) and for establishing a second, concurrent connection with the client 
device upon receiving a request from the server system ([0053], lines 10-19, the 
server system communicates with the client system via the proxy server thereby 
a connection between the two is established. Benayoun discloses that such 
connections are TCP connections utilizing such protocols as HTTP, FTP, Telnet, 
Socks ([0073]), such connections require two way communications). 

Benayoun does not disclose where the server system is a workstation 
provided with Telnet functionality and the client system is a Telnet manageable 
device and that the workstation may gain access using the Telnet protocol, and 
further where the connections are telnet connections granting telnet access. 
Rather, Benayoun gives the general structure of the system, i.e. it has two 
connections one between the server system and the data processing device and 
one between the data. processing device and the client system, but does not 
impose protocol specific functionality (such as Telnet in the claimed invention) or 
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uses for the underlining structure (remote access via Telnet in the claimed 
invention). 

However, Westfield discloses a workstation (Fig. 2, label 200) provided with 
Telnet functionality and a Telnet manageable device (Fig. 2, label 290), and 
Telnet connections that are established upon receiving a request from said 
workstation so that it can gain Telnet access to said Telnet manageable device 
(column 2, lines 55-67). 

Westfield further discloses that Telnet is useful for establishing remote 
connections in order to manage remote devices (column 1 , lines 1 1-25); 
therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include 
remote management via Telnet as disclosed in Westfield in the proxy system of 
Benayoun (who already explicitly acknowledged the general use of Telnet) to 
achieve the claimed invention. As disclosed in Westfield, the motivation for 
combination would be to remotely manage devices. 

Furthermore, it would have been additionally obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to try the remote Telnet management 
functionality of Westfield, as a person with ordinary skill has good reason to 
pursue the known options within his or her technical grasp. In turn, because the 
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claimed invention has the properties predicted by the prior art, it would have 
been obvious to combine the teachings of Benayoun and Westfield. 

1 1 .As to claim 10, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 9, and further disclose said telnet client function 
corresponds to a legacy Telnet client (Westfield, column 2, lines 55-67) and 
wherein the proxy means is operative for gaining access to a default gateway 
configured in the IP stack of the data processing device upon receiving a request 
from the help desk workstation (Benayoun, [0053], the proxy server (data 
processing device) inherently has a default IP gateway and IP stack as it is the 
intermediary between the IP network and circuit switched network). 

12. As to claim 1 1 , Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 9, and further disclose said Telnet client function 
corresponds to a legacy Telnet client (Westfield, column 2, lines 55-67) and 
wherein the proxy means is operative for gaining access to a file having an IP 
address for using Telnet protocol (Benayoun, [0098], lines 1-4, where the 
Authorization table, accessible by the proxy server, stores IP address information 
related to the devices on the IP network [0100]-[0102]). 

13. As to claim 12, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 1 1 , and further disclose the proxy means is operative 
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for modifying an IP address of a request message received from the help desk 
workstation before sending the request message with the modified IP address to 
the Telnet manageable device (Benayoun, [0098] and [0100]-[0102]). 

14. As to claim 13, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 12, and further disclose the proxy means is operative 
for establishing the second connection with the Telnet manageable device 
through the LAN ([0052], lines 1-7). 

15. As to claim 16, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 9, and further disclose said proxy means are 
constituted of a program installed in said data processing device (the proxy 
means in Benayoun's proxy server is clearly implemented in software as 
illustrated by Benayoun's background of the art in [0040]). 

16. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benayoun and Westfield, as applied to claim 9, in further view of what was well 
known in the art at the time of the invention. 



17. As to claim 14, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 9, but do not explicitly disclose the proxy means is 
operative for establishing the connection with the Telnet manageable device 
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through a link from a COM port in the data processing device and a console port 
in the Telnet manageable device. 

However, Benayoun and Westfield both disclose communications over 
networks, and utilizing a COM port link between the networked devices is a 
simple substitution of a widely used communications method and would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention in order 
to achieve the a predictable result of communications between devices. 

18. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benayoun and Westfield, as applied to claim 9, in further view of Heircourt (US 
Pub. No. 2001/0023451). 

19. As to claim 15, Benayoun and Westfield disclose the invention substantially with 
regard to the parent claim 9, but do not explicitly disclose the Telnet client 
function corresponds to a proprietary function adapted to make an encapsulation 
of Telnet commands included in a request sent by the help desk workstation to 
the data processing device and wherein the proxy means is adapted to receive 
Telnet commands from encapsulated commands received from the help desk . 
workstation. Rather, Benayoun and Westfield disclose a workstation that 
communicates via with a proxy server (data processing device) but are silent with 
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regard to the encapsulating of the Telnet commands and the transmission of 
encapsulated commands. 

However, Hericourt discloses a proprietary function adapted to encapsulate 
Telnet commands ([0041], Socks reads on the function) and further transmit 
them to the destination devices ([0100]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Benayoun and Westfield with 
Hericourt in order to gain secure access to systems located outside a local 
intranet (Hericourt, [0041]). 

Conclusion 

20. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37CFR 1.136(a). 

21 .A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
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action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Dailey whose telephone number is 
571-270-1246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday; 
9:00am - 5:00pm. 

23. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

24. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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